Case 4:05-cv-00329-GKF-PJC  Document 1054-11 Filed in USDC ND/OK on 02/14/2007 Page 1 of 1

RHODES, HIERONYMUS, JONES, TUCKER & GABLE, P.L.L.C.

LAWYERS
ONEOK Plaza Cheis L. Rhodes, # Leslle J. Southerand
100 West 5" Street, Sulte 400 Bert M. Jonas Nathan E. Clark Hal Crouch {1902-1847)
Tulsa, Oklahama 741034287 John H. Tucker Theresa Mohle Hill Chris L. Rhodes {1962-1966)
Teiephone (§18) 582-1173 Jo Anne Dealon Margarel M, Clarke E. I, Hirronymus {1808-1894}
Fax (918) 652-3380 Dan 8. Folluo Carlye Q. Jimersen George W, Gable {1818-2000)
wiww.rhodesclia.com Ann E. Allison Bradley 5. Shelis

. Andrew D. Downing Lindsay ). McDowelt e E5E 1831 —
Malling Addross Bradlay A. Jacksan Denelda L. Richardson
P.0. Box 21100 Colin H. Tucker Grego J. Lytie
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74121-1300 Kemy R. Lawis Mariz £, Carvanies

Reply o Tharesa Noble Hilt
thili@rhodesakia.com

hodes Hieronynmis

Oclober 10, 2006

Via Email and Mail
M. David Riggs
Riggs Abney Neal Turpen Orbison & Lewis, Inc.
502 W. Bth Street
Tulsa, OK74101

Re:  State of Cklahoma v. Tyson
Our File No. 1790-2

Dear Mr. Riggs:

On behalf of Cargill, Inc. and Cargill Turkey Production, LLC (collectively referred to as
“Cargill"), we are responding separately to your October 6, 2006 e-mail regarding the State's
production of responsive documents to defendants.

We are generally agreeable to the proposals set forth in Mr. McDaniel's October 9, 2006
letter. However, before Cargill can participate in an on-site inspection of documents at various
agencies, we must have written responses to our Requests for Preduction of Documents from
the State. Unlike Peterson's four sets of Requests for Production of Documents, Cargill's
Requests for Production of Documents are not limited to any particular agency. if the State
wishes to produce for on-site inspection documents from a particular agency in response to one
or more of Cargill's Requests for Production, then the written response to each request should
identify both the agency that possesses responsive documents and the specific categories of
responsive documents that we can expect to find at the identified agencies.

We remain willing to work with you with respect to another extension {o respond to our
Requests for Production to the extent that it does not impact the production of documents at the
State agencies. We are not willing to extend the response date to Cargil's Requests for
Production of Documents until the review of documents is completed at the four State Agencies
that received Peterson's Requests for Production of Documents.

Sincearely,
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cc:  All Counsel (via emaif only) Exhibit 10




